Guided by social development constructs, this article investigates race and gender differences in the initiation of various types of delinquent behavior and alcohol and marijuana use among African American and Caucasian adolescents in grades 7 through 12. In addition, this study examined the potential direct or indirect efFects of parental supervision, clarity of family rules, and association with delinquent peers. Results from the longitudinal analyses indicate that boys were significantly more likely to initiate delinquent acts throughout adolescence, but racial differences indicated by main effects were identified in fewer delinquent outcomes. Results also suggest no gender differences in the initiation of alcohol and marijuana use during adolescence; however, there was a negative and significant effect for African Americans and the initiation of alcohol use. Interactions between race and gender for each ofthe outcomes were also statistically significant in predicting some delinquent behaviors. These findings have implications for prevention and intervention activities in multiple settings.
uvenile crime and substance use by minors remain substantial social and public health problems in the United States. In fact, both behaviors have become statistically normative-most adolescents will commit at least one delinquent act or use alcohol or marijuana by the time they reach late adolescence Qohnston, O'Malley, Bachman, & Schulenberg, 2004; Snyder, 2004) . According to measures of official system response to crime (Snyder) and self-report data (Farrington et al., 2003; Johnston et al.) , adolescents are significant contributors to the level of criminal acts and substance use in the general population.
Although data from 2002 marked eight consecutive years that juvenile arrests for both violent and property crimes declined (Federal Bureau of Investigation [FBI], 2003; Snyder, 2004) , juvenile delinquency remains a serious problem. Prevalence indicators for alcohol and marijuana use also provide a more positive trend in recent years; however, rates of decline were not as large as those found with delinquent acts (Johnston et al., 2004) . Between 1996 and 2001, only modest declines were identified, but in 2002 and 2003, substance use dropped appreciably among adolescents (Johnston et al.) .These statistical trends provide an incomplete picture of these social problems.To gain a more nuanced and comprehensive perspective, the putative risks that contribute to these global figures need to be refined.
Between 1980 and 2002, the African American-to-Caucasian disparities (for example, arrests, detention) in the juvenile justice system declined (FBI, 2003; Snyder, 2004) . Although this decline is encouraging, recent data continue to show disparities in juvenile justice rates for African American youths (FBI; Snyder) .This suggests that if self-reported offending data are valid across race, then race differences in juvenile justice system rates may be indicators of other social processes and conditions, such as socioeconomic status and system response bias in addition to risk factors found in the family and peer domains (Engen, Steen,& Bridges, 2002) .
Prevalence data also show group differences for substance use. Contrary to popular assumptions, Caucasian youths' substance use rates have historically been approximately two times that of African Americans' (Johnston et al., 2004 ).These differences also hold for marijuana use, with African Americans having lower use rates than Caucasians Qohnston et al.) . Research investigating gender differences has also identified variation in both delinquency and arrest rates (Chesney-Lind, 1999; Snyder, 2004) . Between 1980 and 2002, the increase in the female juvenile arrest rate was greater than the increase in male rates for aggravated assaults, simple assaults, and weapons violations (FBI, 2003; Snyder) . Gender differences also appear in patterns of substance use.Adoiescent boys have higher rates of use, frequency of use, and binge drinking than adolescent girls Qohnston et al.).
These statistics support the need for subpopulations research to understand juvenile delinquency and alcohol and substance use, particularly the initiation of these behaviors. Most studies have focused primarily on the incidence of negative behaviors with little emphasis on initial onset. To better understand the differences in prevalence of these behaviors by race and gender, it is important to examine differences in rates of onset and factors that may contribute to initiation. Few studies have investigated initiation over time or with longitudinal data (Gillmore et al., 1990; Robins & Pryzbeck, 1985) . To facilitate effective prevention and intervention, knowledge of the onset of delinquent behaviors over time is imperative (Cairns, Elder, & CosteUo, 1996) . This study investigates gender and race differences in the onset of behaviors using a developmental approach. A cross-sectional approach to understanding the initiation of delinquent and substance-using behaviors is no longer sufficient. The developmental approach focuses on identifying antecedent causal factors and the investigation of transitions in antisocial behaviors (Loeber & Stouthamer-Loeber, 1996) . These transitions are shifts in youths' relationships with parents and peers over time that account for the onset, escalation, de-escalation, and desistance of behaviors (Ayers et al., 1999 Several studies have identified risk factors for delinquency and substance use initiation (Ayers et al., 1999; Liu & Kaplan, 1996; Loeber, StouthamerLoeber, Van Kammen, & Farrington, 1991) . A great deal of theoretical and empirical research posits that family and peer relationships contribute to or prevent the onset of delinquency and alcohol and marijuana use. For exainple, social control theory posits that well-functioning families deter youths from antisocial behaviors, whereas social learning theory suggests that behaviors may be transmitted from a family or peer group through imitation (Bandura, 1977; Hirschi, 1969) .
Studies have indicated that factors related to family management and peer networks, among other things, may account for a great deal of the variance related to involvement in delinquent behavior and substance use (Engels & ter Bogt, 2001; Haynie, 2001; Williams, Ayers,Van Dorn, & Arthur, 2004; Wimams &Van Dorn, 1999) . Low parental monitoring has predicted children's initiation of substance use at earlier ages (Chikoate & Anthony, 1996) . Duncan and colleagues (1995) found that higher levels of family cohesion suppressed initial levels of substance use.These results were consistent for both alcohol and marijuana use.
Parent practices and parent-child interactions are salient correlates for juvenile delinquency. Wiesner and Capaldi (2003) found that nonoffenders, rare offenders, and chronic high-level offenders were distinguished by family and peer factors. In a dynamic classification of offenders, they found that harsh and inconsistent parental discipline was a significant predictor in distinguishing between nonoffenders and rare offenders. Specifically, rare offenders had better parental supervision. In another study, Ayers and coOeagues (1999) identified proactive family management as an important factor in facilitating the transition from delinquent to nondelinquent.
Of all the social influences for alcohol and marijuana use in adolescence, however, peer influences predominate. Longitudinal research using latent growth curve models found that peer influences were robust across all age ranges for initial levels of alcohol and marijuana use and were predictive of developmental trajectories for both alcohol and marijuana use (Duncan et al., 1995) . Kosterman and colleagues (2000) found that peer alcohol and peer marijuana use were predictive of both alcohol and marijuana initiation. Other studies support the strength and magnitude of peer relationships in the onset of substance use behaviors (Engels & ter Bogt, 2001) .
Similar research on adolescent antisocial behaviors argued that delinquency is strongly correlated with peer relations (Engels & ter Bogt, 2001; Haynie, 2001; Williams et al., 2004; Williams &Van Dorn, 1999) . Although few adolescents report involvement in numerous acts of serious delinquency, most report involvement in at least one. Most adolescents are located in peer networks reporting some involvement in minor delinquency (Haynie) . Peer influences on theft and minor delinquency appear to be moderately significant during middle adolescence and more significant in later adolescence (Regnerus, 2002) . In addition to peer relations and networks, parental monitoring, supervision, and attachment are also consistent determinants of delinquent behavior (Dornbusch, Erickson, Laird, & Wong, 2001; Williams et al., 2004) .
Overall, findings from previous research suggest that adolescent relationships with peers and family members are important factors in explaining delinquent behavior and alcohol and marijuana use. It is also evident that not all youths are influenced at the same level by these associations. Size and structure of peer networks and the youths age may interact with these factors to determine the strength ofthe influence. Therefore, in addition to this study's use of a developmental approach to clarify race and gender differences in the onset of use of alcohol and marijuana and engagement in delinquent behaviors over time, this study also examines the potential direct or indirect effects of parental supervision, the clarity of family rules, and the influence of delinquent peers.
We asked four research questions: (1) What are the rates of initiation for delinquent behavior, involvement in the juvenile justice system, and alcohol and marijuana use for adolescents between grades 7 and 12? (2) Are there significant differences in initiation over time as self-reported by African Americans and Caucasians and by boys and girls? (3) Controlling for relevant demographic characteristics, how do family and peer factors influence the likelihood of initiation in these groups over time? (4) Do family and peer risk factors differentially affect African American youths compared with Caucasian youths or boys compared with girls?
METHOD

Sample
This study used data collected from the Seattle Social Development Project (SSDP), an ongoing longitudinal study with the goal of identifying childhood risk and protective factors for adolescent delinquency and drug use.The study started in 1985 with a population of enrolled fifth-grade students in 18 Seattle elementary schools. Among these eligible fifth graders,919 (87% ofthe total fifth-grade population) completed surveys in fall 1985. Of those, 808 students and their parents consented to participate in the longitudinal study and were included in the final sample (Hawkins et al., 1992) .
The sample {N = 588) for these analyses was restricted to African American and Caucasian youths. The measures used in this study were collected on a regular basis over five waves in the seventh through 12th grades. Ofthe 588 respondents, 64.8% (n = 381) were Caucasian, 35.2% (« = 207) were African American, 50.9% {n = 299) were male.
Measures
This study examined measures of delinquent behavior, justice system involvement, and alcohol and marijuana use. These measures of initiation do not provide information on patterns of continuation in these behaviors. Participants who responded positively to having participated in at least one of the antisocial behaviors were identified as having initiated that particular behavior. Participants who reported initiation at any point in time were also considered to have initiated at later times to account for impossible patterns (that is, endorsing a behavior at one time period, but not subsequently). To maintain consistency with other reports using these data, mean alpha coefficients are reported for predictors combining three or more items (for example, delinquent friends) (see, for example, Kosterman et al., 2000) .
Delinquent Behavior. Three multi-item indices were used to measure initiation of nonviolent minor delinquent acts, nonviolent major delinquent acts, and violent acts. A four-item index measured the initiation of nonviolent minor delinquent acts. These items asked (1) In the past year, have you ever drawn graffiti or written things or drawn pictures on buildings or other property without the owner's permission? (2) Have you ever purposely damaged or destroyed property or things that did not belong to you? (3) Have you ever taken something worth five dollars or less? (4) Have you ever taken something worth more than five but less than 50 dollars?
A four-item index was also used as an initiation measure of nonviolent major delinquent acts.These items asked (1) Have you ever broken into a house, store, school, or other building without the owner's permission? (2) Have you ever stolen anything worth more than 50 dollars? (3) Have you ever been in possession of stolen goods? (4) Have you ever been involved in car theft or joyriding in a stolen car?
Finally, a four-item index was used to assess the initiation of violent behavior.These items asked (1) Have you ever hit someone with the intention of seriously hurting them? (2) Have you ever used a weapon or other means of force to obtain money from people? (3) Have you ever physically struck your parents? (4) Have you ever physically hit or kicked a teacher?
System Involvement. A three-item index was used to indicate the participants' initial entry into the juvenile justice system.These items asked (1) Have you ever been picked up or stopped by police officers? (2) Have you ever been arrested? (3)Have you ever spent time in juvenile detention centers?
Alcohol and Marijuana Use. The initiation of alcohol use w^as measured by a single item asking Other than a sip or two, have you ever drunk beer, wine, wine coolers, whiskey, gin, or other liquor? The initiation of marijuana use was also measured by a single item asking Have you ever smoked marijuana?
Independent Variables
Independent variables were chosen for analysis on the basis of prior social development studies that have identified various risk factors related to outcomes for adolescents. In addition, the predictors were selected to control variabihty in the likelihood of initiating delinquent behaviors that may be associated with family and peer factors in addition to sociodemographic characteristics. Time-varying covariates were constructed to reflect key assumptions of the social development model, and the covariates described below were measured with the same core items at each wave of data collection used for these analyses.
Race and Gender. Dummy codes for both race and sex were created. In the longitudinal regression analyses, Caucasian and female were used as reference categories.
Free or Reduced-Price Lunch. Respondents eligible for free or reduced-price lunch were coded as 1 and compared with those respondents who were not eligible. This covariate, although an imperfect measure, served as a proxy for poverty.
Parental Supervision. Respondents were asked When you are away from home, do your parents know where you are and who you are with? Response options for this question wereYES!, yes, no, or NO! Respondents indicating either variation of no in response to this question were coded as 1 and compared with those who indicated either variation of yes.
Clarity of Family Rules. To assess the clarity of family rules, respondents were asked to respond to the following statement: The rules in my family are clear. The same coding scheme as for parental supervision was used for this covariate.
Delinquent Friends. Respondents were asked whether in the past year any of their three best friends did "things that get them in trouble with the teacher or other adults"; or whether they had "tried beer, wine, or Hquor when their parents didn't know about it," "tried marijuana or other illegal drugs," "done anything that could have gotten them in trouble with the police"; and fmally whether their best friend(s) had asked them to "do something that could have gotten them in trouble with parents, the school, or the police?" Response options for these questions wereYES!,yes, no, or NO! (a = 0.78). A total score that summed the responses for each of the respondent's three best friends was created.This resulted in a scale with possible values of 0.0 (no delinquent friends), 0.33 (one delinquent friend), 0.66 (two delinquent friends), and 1.0 (three delinquent friends).
Analysis
For the SSDP, initiation was recorded at yearly intervals, although the actual time of initiation could have occurred at any point during that year. When outcomes are structured this way and there is interest in attempting to explain the phenomena with both time-variant and invariant covariates, use of the complementary log-log model is appropriate (Allison, 1995) . In addition, the use of the complementary log-log model allows for the examination of possible differences by race or gender in the family and peer risk factors by including the interactions between the predictors and time, race, or gender. Therefore, each outcome was analyzed in SAS v8 via PROC GENMOD with a complementary log-log link. For each of the six outcomes presented here, independent variables were entered in domains beginning with demographic characteristics, which established the likelihood of these outcomes over time by race, gender, and free-lunch status. Next, factors related to family management practices and peer networks were entered into the models. This step examined the main effects of family and peer risk factors while controlling for relevant demographic characteristics. FinaDy, interactions between race and family and peer predictors and between gender and family and peer predictors were also examined. Significant interactions from these models would indicate significant race and gender differences in the effects ofthe particular family or peer risk factors.The -2 log hkehhood statistic and pseudo R^ (McFadden's R^: 1 -[intercept and covariates/intercept only]) for each model describe the goodness of fit and the proportion of variance explained, respectively. In summary, the use ofthe complementary log-log model provides an appropriate method for answering our three multivariable research questions 2 through 4. Specifically, this model allows for the incorporation of both time-invariant (for example, race and gender) and time-variant predictors (for example, family management practices and peer networks), the modeling of relevant main effects while controlling for other relevant covariates, and the modeling of possible race and gender differences in the effects of family and peer risk factors by including interactions among the risk factors, time, and race or gender.
RESULTS
Delinquency, Alcohol, and Marijuana Use Initiation Rates
Rates of initiation for delinquency, violence, and system involvement were higher for African Americans in three of four categories at all grades: major delinquency (for example, breaking and entering, car theft), violence (for example, use of •weapon, intent to physically harm), and juvenile justice system involvement (for example, picked up, arrested). When comparing race differences among boys, African Americans had consistently higher rates of major delinquent acts, violent acts, and system involvement than Caucasians. When comparing adolescent girls across the five grades, African Americans had higher rates of major delinquent acts, violent acts, and system involvement. African American adolescent girls had lower levels of initiation of minor delinquent acts at seventh and eighth grades in comparison w^ith Caucasian girls and higher levels at ninth and 10th grades. By the time they reached the 12th grade, female Caucasian youths again had higher rates than African Americans.
Overall, initiation rates for alcohol use were higher for Caucasians at all grades. Differences at seventh grade were more pronounced (65% versus 47.7%), with group differences narrowing by 12th grade (92.4% versus 89.1%). Similar patterns were identified by gender. African American and Caucasian boys initiated alcohol use at higher rates than girls. Data from this sample indicated that in early adolescence, African American youths were not initiating alcohol use at a rate equal to that of Caucasian youths. However, by mid-and later adolescence, African American youths closed the gap.
Initiation rates for marijuana use were higher for African Americans at all five grades.The gap between African Americans and Caucasians was closed at seventh grade (9.9% versus 8.4%) and slightly larger at 12th grade (59.6% versus 55.2%). Gender comparisons for initiation of marijuana use were similar to those for alcohol use. Male youths had higher rates than female youths. Finally, African American boys had the highest rates for marijuana initiation, followed by African American girls, then Caucasian boys, and Caucasian girls across all grades.
Correlates of Delinquency, Alcohol, and Marijuana Use Initiation Nonviolent, Minor Delinquency. Being male (odds ratio [OR] = 1.74,;? < .001) and reporting eligibility for free lunch (OR = 1.36, p < .001) both increased the risk of initiating minor delinquent acts (see model 1 in Table 1 ). However, there was also a significant and negative effect for being African American (OR = 0.81,;? < .001). Covariates for family management were added in model 2 and show that reporting lax parental supervision (OR = 1.80, jj < .001) and perceiving a lack of clarity regarding the family rules (OR = 1.24, p < .001) increased the risk of initiating minor delinquent acts over time. In this model, covariates for gender, race, and free lunch remained significant. The effect for delinquent friends (OR = 2.04,p< .001) was added in the final model and indicated that for every oneunit increase in the number of delinquent friends, there is a twofold increase in the risk of initiating nonviolent minor delinquent acts. Of the remaining five covariates, all maintained their significance except the effect for race, meaning that controlling for all covariates in the model, there were no significant differences in the likelihood of African Americans and Caucasians engaging in this type of delinquency during grades 7 through 12. Nonviolent, Major Delinquency. The first model examining major delinquency indicated that being male (OR = 1.95, p < .001) and reporting eligibility for free lunch (OR = 1.40, p < .001) both increased the risk of initiating this outcome (Table  2) . With the addition of lax parental supervision (OR = 2.56, p < .001) and unclear family rules (OR= 1.21,p< .001),the effect for free lunch was reduced to a level that only approaches significance, but the effect for gender remained robust.The final model indicated that the addition of delinquent friends (OR = 2.92, p < .001) made a significant contribution to understanding patterns of initiation of this behavior. The efFects for male and family management risks both remained significant in the final model. Again, in this model there were no significant differences between African Americans and Caucasians.
Violent Acts. Similar to minor and major delinquency, effects for both male adolescent groups (OR = 1.89, p < .001) and free lunch eligibility (OR = 1.55, p < .001) increased the risk of initiating violent acts (Table 3) . However, the effect for being African American (OR = 1.12, p < .10) also approached significance. Also consistent with minor and major delinquency, risks associated with lax parental supervision (OR = 1.58,jJ < .001) and perceived unclear family rules (OR = 1.29, p < .001) were both significant predictors of initiating violent acts. It was also at this point that the effect for being African American reached significance; the covariates for gender and free lunch remained significant. The final step added the effect for delinquent friends (OR = 2.11, p < .001). With the addition of the final covariate, all other predictors remain significant. Justice System Involvement. Being male (OR = 2.39, p < .001) and eligible for free lunch (OR = 1.67, p < .001) both increased the risk of making contact with the juvenile justice system (Table 4) . The same two covariates remained significant with the addition of decreased parental supervision (OR = 2.00, p < .001) and unclear family rules (OR = 1.17, ;j < .001). With the addition of delinquent peers (OR = 2.43, p < .001), aO covariates that were significant in previous models remained so. However, at this stage, the effect for being African American also emerged as significant, indicating that while holding all other covariates constant, African Americans were more likely than were Caucasians to have had contact with the juvenile justice system in the seventh through 12th grades.
Alcohol Use Initiation. Dissimilar from the delinquency and juvenile justice system involvement results, the effect for male youths was not significant for alcohol use initiation (Table 5 ). However, effects .The fmal step added the influence of delinquent friends (OR = 2.72, p < .001), and at this stage all other covariates predicted alcohol use initiation except the effect for being male; the effect for being African American remained significant and negative, meaning that they were less likely than Caucasians to initiate alcohol use between grades 7 and 12. Marijuana Use Initiation. The fmal outcome shows that being both male (OR = 1.29,p < .001) and eligible for free lunch (OR = 2.21, p < .001) were predictive of initiating marijuana use (Table  6 ). However, the effect for male youths was reduced to nonsignificance when family management risk factors (supervision [OR = 2.51,p < .001] and rules [OR = 1.25,p < .001]) were added.The final step examined the influence of delinquent friends (OR = 4.01,p< .001), and at this stage all covariates were significant except for race and gender, meaning that there are no differences between African Americans and Caucasians or male and female youths in the initiation of marijuana use when holding aU other factors constant.
Race and Gender Differences in Initiation.
To gain a better understanding of how subgroups based on race and gender may present different patterns of initiation, multiple stratified models comparing African American and Caucasian female youths and African American and Caucasian male youths were run in the same manner as the earlier models (results not shown). For the female youths, in examining minor and major delinquent acts, violent acts, and system involvement, the effects of both family management variables and the effect of dehnquent peers w^ere significant and in the expected direction. For the initiation of both alcohol and marijuana use outcomes, however, the effect of the family management variables was somewhat mitigated when compared with the delinquent outcomes. Specifically, when examining alcohol use initiation, the effect of parental supervision (OR = 1.43, p < .10) only approached significance, whereas the effect of clear rules (OR = 1.15, p < .05) was significant. The effects for the family management variables were reversed when examining marijuana initiation. Specifically, the effect of parental supervision (OR = 2.14, p < .001) was more predictive than was the perception of unclear family rules (OR = 1.15,^ < .10). Finally, African American female youths were significantly less likely than Caucasian female youths to engage in the initiation of both minor delinquency and alcohol use; however, there were no other significant racial differences for the female youths.
When comparing African American and Caucasian male youths, significant effects were present in all outcomes for the influence of parental supervision and delinquent peers. Furthermore, the effect of clear rules was significant for all outcomes save system involvement and the initiation of marijuana use, where for each outcome the effect only approached significance (p < .10). Finally, African American male youths were significantly more likely than Caucasian male youths to initiate major and violent delinquency, in addition to having juvenile justice contact. However, there was a statistical trend for African American male youths to be less likely than Caucasians to report initiation of alcohol use. Finally, to examine how risk factors examined in this article may differentially affect these subgroups, multiple interactions were run among race and gender and the family management variables and the influence of delinquent peers for each of the outcomes (that is, African American x delinquent peer, compared with Caucasians; the same approach was taken for the gender comparisons). Few racial or gender differences w^ere observed in the interactions (results not shown). However, when examining initiation of violence as an outcome, there was a significant negative effect for the interaction between parental supervision and gender, meaning that, over time, poorer parental supervision served as a greater risk for female youths than it did for male youths when examining the outcome of violence. Next, there was a significant positive effect for the interaction between clarity of rules and the initiation of alcohol use. Specifically, unclear rules at home served as a more significant risk for male than female youths when examining initiation of alcohol use. Finally, the only significant interaction that suggested racial differences occurred when examining initiation of marijuana use. Specifically, the influence of delinquent friends was a greater risk for Caucasians than for African Americans.
DISCUSSION
Findings from this prospective, longitudinal study contribute to the knowledge base regarding the prevention of multiple delinquent and substance-using outcomes. Specifically, and most pronounced, male youths were more likely to initiate delinquent acts over time than were female youths.The exception to this was for the initiation of alcohol and marijuana use. As for racial differences, on one hand, African American youths were no more likely than Caucasian youths to initiate minor or major nonviolent delinquent acts and less likely than Caucasians to initiate alcohol use during adolescence. On the other hand, African Americans were more likely than Caucasians to initiate violent acts. However, this effect is best explained by risk factors associated with parental supervision, clarity of rules in the home, and association with delinquent peers. Similarly, the effect for African Americans' increased likelihood of contact with the justice system appears to be influenced by associations with delinquent peers.
Risk factors associated with low income (that is, free or reduced-price lunch eligibility), family management, and peer networks showed remarkably consistent effects for all outcomes. Specifically, low income was consistently indicated as a significant predictor for all outcomes (with the exception of major delinquent acts) with odds ratios between 1.20 and 1.78. Both family management risk factors significantly predicted all outcomes with odds ratios between 1.43 and 2.39 and 1.12 and 1.23. However, association with dehnquent peers placed youths at the most significant risk. Specifically, odds ratios ranged between 2.04 and 4.01 .indicating that, holding all else constant, for every delinquent peer that respondents associated with, there was a commensurate two-to fourfold increase in the risk of initiating delinquent behaviors.
Subsequent analyses indicated that African American female youths were less likely than Caucasian female youths to initiate both minor delinquency and alcohol use. For the remaining outcomes, there were no significant differences between African American and Caucasian female youths. However, there were differences between African American and Caucasian male youths in the initiation of major delinquency, violent acts, and involvement with the justice system. Statistical models indicated that the increased risk for African American male youths was associated with family management and peer factors as opposed to any attributes that can be ascribed solely to race.
LIMITATIONS
Given the results of this study, it is important to note that the accuracy of the data is limited by self-report. On the one hand, Mensch and Kandel (1988) reported that African American youths were more likely than Caucasian youths to underreport marijuana use. If this is true and not just an anomaly of their study, it could affect the validity of marijuana use results reported here. On the other hand, there is a body of literature supporting the validity of self-report data (O'Malley, Bachman, & Johnston, 1983) . In fact, O'Malley and colleagues concluded that race differences are largely the result of genuine differences.
Despite the potential limitation ofthe self-report data, it is apparent that significant numbers of adolescents initiate delinquent acts and substance-using behaviors in their middle and high school years. Given that early onset of delinquency and substance use predicts more negative outcomes across the life span, these results should be the nucleus of attention for preventive intervention activities (Robins & Pryzbeck, 1985) . A risk-focused approach to delinquency and drug use prevention may hold promise for identifying effective prevention strategies and programs (Hawkins et al., 1992; Wasserman & Miller, 1998) .
IMPLICATIONS FOR PRACTICE
The results of this study suggest that prevention strategies should be used to delay the onset of delinquency, alcohol, and marijuana use. Specifically, some preventive interventions should be applied to all adolescents in various educational, service, and recreational settings (Wasserman & Miller, 1998) . Educational and skills-building programs can alleviate the effects of such risk factors as poverty, poor family management practices, and inadequate parenting skills (Hallfors & Van Dorn, 2002; Hawkins et al., 1992; Wasserman & Miller) . School-based programs are among the most highly effective prevention programs. Researchers have shown that both peer-and teacher-led strategies of prevention produce positive outcomes for students (Toler etal., 2000) .
Because African American youths comprise a significant proportion of this high-risk population, focused prevention programming should be directed toward this adolescent subpopulation. Our results indicate that the primary focus of selected prevention programming should be to delay the onset of delinquency for boys generally and violent delinquent acts for African American boys specifically. Such programming should start in preadolescence and continue through mid-adolescence.
Although rates of adolescent delinquency and substance use have continued to dechne in recent years, these statistically normative behaviors carry high human and social costs. More nuanced models explaining the initiation of these behaviors, particularly with a focus on malleable risk factors in multiple domains, are needed to improve knowledge of how and why social problems occur in most adolescents and persist in some with particular characteristics under varying conditions of social life.The present research continues recent progress in this area. H'i'iH
